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O IIPEAJIOKEHHOM
KAHTMAHCKOM PEINEHUN
ITPOBJIEMbBI HETOXKOECTBEHHOCTWU

C. Kan'!

B cmamve 2025 . K. JIundcu Yembepc ymBeproaem,
umo 6 pamkax kawmobckux HpaBemBennvix Bo3zpeHutl
Hpabcmbenro Bocnpuumuubulil podurmens He 0ydem cma-
KkuBamucs ¢ npobaemoil HemosxoecmBerrocmu. O0Hako oHa
donyckaem owubky, max xax npobsema Hemoxoecmber-
HOCMU He NpoucmeKaen u3 1moao, ONUpaeMcs Au Mol HA
Bosspenus Kanma uiu xoncexBenyuariicmol. BaxHo amo
NOHAMB, UHAYEe Mbl PUCKYyeM HeBepHO onpedeuns epamHu-
Ubl HOPMAMUBHOU SMUKU UAU CaMy Npupody npobaembl
HemoxxoecmBeHHocmu, uAu sxe ouubumoca u 8 mom u 8
opyeom co Bcemu Bvimexaroujumu nocaedcmbuamu. mo
obssicHAemcs 6 mpex pasdeaax 0anHotl cmamvu. B nepbom
pasdese s u3aaear0 Bepcuio npobaemvl HemoxoecmbeHHo-
cmu, K Komopotl obpawjaemcs Yembepc, — mamv-noopo-
cmoxk. Bo 8mopom pasdese npuboxy u nociedobamensHo
Kpumuxyo npedsoxenroe Yembepc obssicHeHue 1020,
Kak KanmoBckas amuka ycmpausaem 0annyio npodaemy. B
mpemvem pasdese nokasvibaio, umo nodxod Yembepc npu-
MeHUM K UHOU husocogpckoti npobaeme, sampazubaemoil 6
uccaedoBanusax no penpoodyKmubHoU smuke, a UMEHHO — K
MmuKe npeHamarvHol mpagmeo.

KatoueBvie caoBa: 6Bocnpousbodcmbo, penpooyx-
mubras smuxka, npobiema Hemoxoecmbenrocmu, Kanm,
podumenvckue o0bsa3aHHOCMU, kKawmoBckaa smuxa, Oes-
OMHOCUTNEAbHBLTL NPOCTTYNOK, NPeHAMAAbHAA MpadMma

1. IIpobGs1eMa HeTOXK1eCTBEeHHOCTU

ITpoGriemMa HeTOXIeCTBEHHOCTV, CTaBIIas Kpa-
eyroJIbHBIM KaMHeM 3KOJIOTMYeCKOV, PeIrrpomyK-
TUBHOVI U JieMor pacdmuecKor 3TuKw, Oblia cdop-
mynmposaHa [epexom Ilapdurtom B deTBepTOW
yacTu Tpyaa «JOBOIbI ¥ JINIla», O3aryiaBIeHHO
«bynymye riokortenms» (Parfit, 1984).
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ON A PROPOSED
KANTIAN SOLUTION
TO THE NONIDENTITY PROBLEM

S. Kahn'

According to K. Lindsey Chambers (2025), “if we
start from within Kant’s moral framework, the non-
identity problem doesn’t arise for morally responsive
procreators”. However, Chambers is mistaken: the
nonidentity problem is independent of whether we
start from a Kantian or a consequentialist framework.
Understanding this is important; otherwise, we run
the risk of mistaking either the boundaries of normative
ethics, the nature of the nonidentity problem, or both,
with all that this entails. To explain this, this article is
divided into three sections. First, I introduce the version
of the nonidentity problem with which Chambers
is primarily concerned, Teenaged Mother. Second,
I introduce, and subsequently critique, Chambers’
explanation of how Kantian ethics obviates this problem.
Third, 1 explain how Chambers’ account nonetheless
can be applied to another philosophical issue of recent
interest in reproductive ethics — namely, the ethics of
prenatal injury.

Keywords: procreation, reproductive ethics, non-
identity problem, Kant, parental obligations, Kantian
ethics, non-comparative wrongdoing, prenatal injury

1. The Nonidentity Problem

The nonidentity problem, now a mainstay of
environmental, reproductive, and population
ethics, was introduced by Derek Parfit (1984)
in part IV, “Future Generations”, of Reasons and
Persons.
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Y npo0sieMbl HETOXIECTBEHHOCTY JIB€ OCHOB-
HBIX ITIpeArochblIKN. IlepBas 3akirodaercs B TOM,
4YTO Bpe]l M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, I0JIb3a HOCAT CpaB-
HUTEJIBHBIN XapakTep. YToObI oIpenenTh, Bpe-
IIAT JIVL COOBITHME MIIV IIPUHOCUT II0JIb3Y HeKoeMy
JINILLY, CJlefyeT CpaBHUTH OJ1aromnosiyyrie JaHHOrO
JIVIIA B MVIPE, TJIe 3TO COOBITIE VIMEeJIO MEeCTO, C €T
OnaronorryurieM B OJIVDKamiIlleM M3 BO3MOXKHBIX
MWPOB, B KOTOPOM OHO He CJIy4nyIock. JIvity mpu-
UVHAETCS Bpell, eCJIV M TOJIBKO ecJIV IIepBoe YCTY-
raeT Bropomy. COOBITVIE IIPVHOCUT IIOJIB3Y, €CIIV
nepBoe IIpeBocxoduT BTOpoe. Hampumep, ecin
MaryHa rocroxy CraMmmay cOMBaeT TOCIIOXY
Tuasny, To rocnioxe Tuasry HaHeceH Bpef, ITIOCKOJIb-
Ky B TOM MUpe, I7le Tocrioxy Tuany He conia Ma-
IIVHA, OHA HAXOAWTCS B JIyYIlIeM ITOJIOKeHA.

Bropast mpenmoceiika ITPoOSIeMbl HETOX7e-
CTBEHHOCTV 3aKJIIOYAeTCS B TOM, YTO MMEHHO Te
KOHKpeTHBIe raMeTbl, CJIVSIHVe KOTOPBIX ITPOVICXO-
JIUT IIPY 3a4aTuyl, CYIIeCTBeHHBI [IJIsT TOXIecTBa
sgHocTi. [1omoOHbBI B3I, VIMEHYEeMBbIVI THO-
I7la «raMeTHBIM 3CCeHIIaI3MOM», IO pa3yMeBa-
€T, YTO y4acTye MHOIO CIiepMaTO30M/Ia VIV HOW
AVIIEKIIeTKNM ITpUBeAeT K MOSBJIeHNIO VHO JINY-
HocTu. Hampumep, coracHO raMeTHOMY 3CCeH-
nvarmsMy, [xex m Kl HUKOMM 00pa3oM He
MOTYT MMeTb TO ke IOoTOMCTBO, uto Antam u EBa,
MOCKOJIBKY cIiepMaTo3ousbl [keka 1 Apgama He
OyIyT B YMCIOBOM OTHOIIEHUW TOXIECTBEHHBI,
Tak >ke KaK He OyAyT TOXX[IeCTBEHHBI B UVCIIOBOM
OTHOIIIeHUM U svekiaeTk [ xmwut n EBer?. Vinm

2O0BeKT B UNMCIIOBOM OTHOIIIEHWUV TOXXIECTBEH CaMOMY
cebe 11 TONIBKO camoMy cebe. UriciioBoe TOXIIeCTBO OOBIY-
HO IIPOTMBOIIOCTAB/ISIETCS KaueCTBEHHOMY TOXKIECTBY,
IIOCKOJIBKY, COIJIACHO MHOIVIM TeOpWMsM, a) OABa 00beKTa
MOTyT OBITh KaUeCTBEHHO TOX/IECTBEHHBIMM (TO eCTb 00-
JlalaTh ONMHAKOBBIMM KadecTBaMM), HO IIPV 9TOM OBITbH
UICIIEHHO Pas3/IVYHBIMI (TO €CTh He SBJIATHCSI OOHUM U
TeM Xe OOBEKTOM), 1 0) OIVH M TOT e OOBEKT MOXKeT
pnodpeTaTh pa3/INYHbIe KaYeCcTBa C TeYeHVeM BpeMeHT,
He Tepsis PV 9TOM CBOeV TOXKIECTBEHHOCTH. B KauecTse
IIprIMepa IIePBOrO CJIyYasi MOXHO IIPVBECTV OJTHOSIIIIE-
BBIX OJIM3HELIOB, 3a4aThIX M3 OFHMX M TeX Xe cllepMa-
TO30MAAa W SAVIEKIeTKI: OHM MOIYT OBITh Ka4eCTBEHHO
TOXIIECTBEHHBIMI, 110 KpaViHell Mepe cpasy II0CjIe Ipo-
OJleHMsI 3apoiblllia, I TeM He MeHee pas3jIMYHbIMM, Ha-
XOIOWTHCS B Pa3sHBIX MeCTaX U Pa3sBUBATHCSI B OTHEIBHBIX
VHAVBUIYYMOB. B KauecTBe IpuMepa BTOPOTO CiIydasi
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There are two main premises to the
nonidentity problem. The first is that harms,
and, correlatively, benefits, are comparative.
In order to determine whether an event harms
or benefits someone, we have to compare her
wellbeing in the world in which that event
occurs to her wellbeing in the nearest possible
world in which it does not: the person is
harmed if, but only if, the former is lower than
the latter; she is benefited if, but only if, the
former is higher than the latter. For example,
if Stampeedoo drives her car into Tialoo, then
Tialoo has been harmed by virtue of the fact
that, in the world in which Tialoo is not run
over, she is better off.

The second premise of the nonidentity
problem is that the specific gametes that fuse
during conception are essential to a person’s
identity. This thesis, sometimes referred to as
gamete essentialism, says that if a different
sperm or egg fuses, then a different person
will result. For example, according to gamete
essentialism, there is no way that Jack and Jill
could have the same progeny as Adam and
Eve, because Jack and Adam will produce
numerically different sperm, and Jill and Eve
will produce numerically different ova.? Or,
thinking about it the other way around, when
children complain that they wish they had

2 An object is numerically identical to itself and only
to itself. Numerical identity is generally contrasted
with qualitative identity because, on many theories,
(a) two objects can be qualitatively identical (i.e., have
all the same qualities) but nonetheless be numerically
distinct (i.e., not be the same object), and (b) the same
object can have different qualities through time without
compromising its identity. As an example of the
former: homozygotic twins, conceived from the same
sperm and egg, could be qualitatively identical, at least
immediately after the cleavage event, and nonetheless
distinct, existing in different locations and developing
into distinct individuals. As an example of the latter, the
properties Mohammed Ali had as an adult are different
from the properties he had as an infant — as an adult,
he was more than five feet tall, whereas he was less than
two feet tall as an infant, etc. I would like to thank Nina
Dmitrieva for pressing me to clarify this.
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K€, eCIIVI TIOCMOTPeTh Ha CUTYAIIVIO C IPyTOVL CTO-
POHBI, peOeHOK, FOBOPSIIINTL, UTO XOTeJI ObI IMeThb
OPYTMX pomuTesieVi, B OyKBaJIbHOM CMBICIIE He-
[OCJIeIOBATesIeH, Jayke eciIvi OH MOXeT 0e3 m30bl-
TOYHBIX YCVJIMVI OCO3HATh, YTO MIMEHHO OH VIMeeT
B BUY (HaIIpyMep, 4TO OH XOTesI Obl, 4TOOBI ero
YCBIHOBVJIV €I1e TIPYV POXKIEHWN VIV Y €T0 POIV-
Tesievt ObUIV HeKVie VIHBbIe CBOVICTBA).

B 3aBucuMocTy OT criocoba IpVIMEHEHMS 3T
JIBe TIPEIIIOCBUIKM IIOPOXIAIOT pasHble BepCUm
1pobsieMbl HeTOXecTBeHHOCTN. [loxaryi, Hau-
Oortee m3BeCTHasl BepCys KacaeTcs V3MeHEeHWs
kivMara. OHa IJIACUT, UTO CMBICII MAacIIITaOHBIX
Mep IO YMEHBIIIEHNIO KIIVMaTWYeCKX V3MeHe-
HWVI 3aKJIFOYAeTCsl B TOM, YTOOBI IIPeIOTBPaTUTh
SHAYMTE/IbHBIE VM3MEHEeHMs II00aIbHOro KiImMa-
Ta. OgHAKO 3HAUMTEIIBLHBIE M3MEHEeHMs II00asIb-
HOrO KJIMMaTa BBI3OBYT 3HAUMTEIbHBIE VI3MEHe-
HVS B OpavHOM IIOBEIEHWV, YTO, B CBOIO OYeperb
(MCXosl M3 TaMEeTHOTO 3CCeHIIMaI3Ma), OKakKeT
3SHAYMTE/ILHOE BO3IEVICTBIE Ha TOXIeCTBEHHOCTD
Oynyrero mokorreHus. CrleroBaTesIbHO (MCXOIISt
V3 CpaBHUTEJIBHOV IIPUPOABI Bperna), OymeM
MBI IIPVHVMATh MacIITaOHble MepPhI IT0 yMeHBbIIIe-
HVIO KJIVIMAaTIYeCKX VI3MeHEeHWVI VTN HeT, Oyy-
IIIVIM TTOKOJIEHWSIM 9TO He IIPVMHeCeT HY Bpezla, HU
110J1b3b1. Takmm oOpa3oM, mpodiieMa 3aKI09aeTcs
B TOM, YTOOBI IPUMWPUTH [IBa IIPOTUBOOOPCTBY-
IOIVIX ITPEeCTaBJIeHNs: C OTHOVI CTOPOHBI, IJIaB-
HBIVI MOTWB /ISl HPUHSATIS MacIITaOHBIX Mep 110
YMEHBIIIEHMIO KJIVMaTUYeCKX VI3MEeHEeHWI, —
TIO-BUIVIMOMY, IIpeIOTBpallieHVIe Bpena Oymy M
TIOKOJIEHVISIM; C IPYTOV — MacIITaOHble MepPhI T10
YMEHBIIIEHVIO KJIVIMaTMYeCKMX VM3MEeHEeHWI OKa-
3BIBAIOT BJIVISIHVIE Ha TOXIECTBEHHOCTH OyIyIIviX
riokosteHum. Takmm oOpa3oM, eciiv M CYIIecTBY-
€T IIPUYVHA IIPVHSTH TOI00HBIE MePBI, TO 3TO He
MO)KeT OBITh HVI HaHeCeHVe, HU IIpeIoTBpallleHe
Bperia OyIyIIyiM IOKOJIEHVISIM.

MO>KHO IIPVIBECTVI CBOVICTBA, KOTOphIMM 001amain Moxam-
Mez, AT BO B3POCJIOM BO3pacTe: OHV OT/IMYAIOTCS OT TeX,
KOTOPBIMM OH 00JIafiajl B MyIafjeHdecTBe — BO B3POCIIOM
BO3pacTe ero PoCT IPeBBIIIal IISATh PYTOB, TOITla KaK B
MJTajIeHYecTBe OH OBUT HIDKe IBYX yToB 1 T.1. 51 xoTer
661 mobmaromapute Huny [ImwrpreBy 3a To, 9To OHa
IIOZITOJIKHYJIa MEHS K Pa3bsICHEHMIO 3TOrO BOIIPOCa.

other parents, what they are saying is literally
incoherent, even if we might be able, without
too much work, to understand what they
are getting at (perhaps they wish they had
been adopted at birth, or that their biological
parents had different properties).

These two premises can be applied in
different ways to give rise to different
versions of the nonidentity problem. Probably
the most famous version of the nonidentity
problem concerns climate change. The basic
idea is that the point of undertaking massive
climate change mitigation is to prevent large
changes to the global climate. But large
changes to the global climate will have large
effects on mating patterns; and large effects
on mating patterns will (apropos of gamete
essentialism) have large effects on the identity
of future generations. Whence it follows
(apropos of the comparative nature of harm)
that whether we undertake massive climate
change mitigation or not will neither harm
nor benefit future generations. The problem,
then, is to reconcile two competing intuitions:
on the one side, the main reason to undertake
massive climate change mitigation seems to
be to prevent harm to future generations; on
the other, massive climate change mitigation
is identity-influencing on future generations,
and, so, if there is a reason to undertake it, this
reason cannot be the potential to harm to, or
to prevent harm to, these future generations.

Another
problem, the one on which this article will

version of the nonidentity

focus in the next section, is sometimes
called Teenaged Mother. According to this
version, a teenaged girl who is thinking about
reproducing would do better to wait because,
when she is older, she will be better able to

care for the child. But, if she waits until she
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Bropyto Bepcuio mpo0iieMbl HETOXIeCTBEHHO-
CTH, KOTOpasi OyIeT paccMOTpeHa B CiIeAyIOIIeM
pasrierte, Ha3bIBAIOT «MaTh-TIOIPOCTOK». CorracHoO
3TON BepCuM, NEeBYIIKe-TIOHPOCTKY, 3alyMBbIBafo-
IIerics O POXIeHUN pebeHKa, JIydllle ITOA0XK/IaTh,
IIOCKOJIBKY, KOT7Ia OHa CTaHeT CTapllle, y Hee Oy-
zeT Gosibllle BO3MOXKHOCTEV I03a00TUTBECS O pe-
Oenke. Ho ecrvi oHa pemmr nonoxmaaTs, B 3a9aTmm
OymeT 3azevicTBOBaHa Apyras siilieK/IeTKa, TaKiM
o0Opa3oM (comIacHO TaMeTHOMY 3CCeHIIMAJIV3MY),
ponuTCsa yXXe IpyTovi peOeHOK, M3 Yero cileflyeT
(corrmacHO CpaBHUTENIBHOW IPUpOe Bpera), UTo
CITOCOOHOCTB MaTepyt 0becriednTh TOMy pebeHKy
JTy Y9IV X0, HYKaK He YBeJIMYUT ero 0J1arornosy-
uyst. B aTOM cilydae 3a/1aua Takke COCTOUT B TOM,
YTOOBI COITIACOBATH [IBa IIPOTMBOpEYAIVIX OPyT
IPYyTy IpeCcTaB/IeHVIs: C O[JHOVI CTOPOHBI, IJIaBHas
HIpUYMHA IS JeBYIIKM OTJIOKNUTH ITPOHOJDKEeH e
poma — 3TO Bo3pacTalolliee Orrarornosnyydvie pedeH-
Ka; C APYTro — OTKJIQJbIBaHVe IIPUBOONUT K M3Me-
HEHIIO TOXJIeCTBa pebeHKa, CIIefIoBaTeIbHO, OHO
He MOXeT YBeJIMYNTB ero 0J1aromnosryms.

2. KanToBCKas 3TMKa
v 0e3ycI0BHBIE IIPOCTYIIKM

CymiecTByeT psifi, IIOJIXOIO0B K IIpo0rIeMe HeTOX-
mecTBeHHOCTU. HekoTopble M3 HUX OOMpaIOTCA
Ha TIPEeIIOChUIKY 1 O CpaBHUTEIBHOM XapaKTepe
Bpea, Ipyrue — Ha IPeariocbUIKy 2 (TaMeTHBIN
acceHmanmsM)’. Yembepc yTBepK/IaeT, uTo IIpo-
Osrembl HEeTOXIeCTBEHHOCTM MOXXHO ITOJTHOCTBIO
T/I36e)KaTB, OImnpasACh Ha KaHTOBCKVE BO33pEHNS,
IIO3BOJISIONIVIE BBECTV IIOHATHE 0Oe3yCIIOBHOTO
npocry1ka. [To ee MHeHMIO, TaKVe IIPOCTYIIKN CY-
IIIECTBYIOT BHE 3aBVCVMOCTM OT IIOTEHIIVAJIBHBIX
CpaBHUTEJIBHBIX YOBITKOB WJIM BBITOZ 1, Ooee
TOI'O, JIOTTYEeCKM Hpe,Z[H_IeCTBYIOT VIM.

B uvactHOCTM, HeMbepc oOparraeTcst K Tak Ha-
3pIBaeMOVI (pOpMyJle UeJIOBEYHOCTM — BEpPCUN

3 Cum.: (Kahn, 20246, p. 279—292 (m1. 19)) wm (Kahn,
2026), Tie nipeyiaraeTcst 0030p JaHHBIX 1TOIX010B. [Iper-
CTaBJIAETCS, UTO IIOCIIeI0BATEIIbHYIO KPUTVKY TaMETHOTO
3CCHeHITMaIM3Ma MOXKHO HaWTH JIUIIb B paboTe aBTopa
arom crarbu (Kahn, 2025).

S. Kahn

is older, she will reproduce with a different
ovum, whence it follows (from gamete
essentialism) that she will have a different
child, from which, in turn, it follows (from
the comparative nature of harm) that her
ability to provide better care for this child
will not benefit it. Again, the problem is to
reconcile two competing intuitions: on the one
side, the main reason for the teenaged girl to
delay reproduction seems to be that waiting
will benefit her child; on the other, delaying
reproduction is identity-influencing on the
child and, so, if there is a reason to do so, it
cannot be the potential to benefit the child.

2. Kantian Ethics
and Non-Comparative Wrongs

There are various approaches to the
nonidentity problem, some of which focus
on premise 1, comparative harms, and
some of which focus on premise 2, gamete
essentialism.? Chambers,
however, the nonidentity problem can be
obviated altogether if we adopt a Kantian
framework, insofar as this framework enables
us to articulate an account of non-comparative
wrongs. As Chambers argues, these wrongs
are independent of, and, indeed, logically
prior to, any potential comparative harms or

According to

benefits.

Chambers appeals, specifically, to the so-
called Formula of Humanity, a version of
Kant’s Categorical Imperative which tells
agents to “act [so] that you use humanity, in your
own person as well as in the person of any other,
always at the same time as an end, never merely as
a means” (GMS, AA 04, p. 429; Kant, 2011, p. 87;
quoted in Chambers, 2025, p. 683).

*See Kahn (2024b, pp. 279-292 (ch. 19); 2026) for surveys
of these approaches. The only sustained attack on
gamete essentialism seems to be Kahn (2025).
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KaHTOBCKOTO KaTerOpr4ecKoro MMIlepaTBa, IIpu-
3BIBAOITIEV] IIOCTYTIATh «IMak, 4o0blL Mbl HUK0204 He
omHocucs k weaoBeuecmby, kax 6 mboem auye, max
u 6 auye Becaxoeo 0py2020, MoAbKO Kak k cpedcnby, Ho
Bceeda 6 mo xe Bpemsa u kax k yeau» (AA 04, S. 429;
Kanr, 1997, c. 169; cm.: Chambers, 2025, p. 683).

CormacHo mnpemyoxeHHot YembOepc wHTEp-
nperanuy, opMyiia UeTOBEYHOCTV OCHOBa-
Ha Ha MakcuMe (Chambers, 2025, p. 683—684), 1
3TOT BbIBOJ, He Oy/IeT 311eck ocriapuBarhes. To ecTb
TO, OTHOCUTCSL JIV CYOBEKT K UeJIoBeYeCTBY KaK K
11eJIM, OIperesiseTcsl MIPUHIIUIIaMIM, Ha KOTOpbIe
OH ONMPaeTCs B CBOMX JIESHMSIX, a He BHEIITHVIMMU
TOJIKOBaHMSAMM TTocienHmx'. IIpenmonoxmm, 9To
BunpanyMm cimT B TIapKe, CBepHYBIINCH Kasladm-
KOM B CHaJIbHOM Meliike, a Ileroc, ube 3peHne He-
VJTeaIbHO, OIIIMOOYHO ITPVHVIMAET ero 3a CKaMev-
Ky°. Eciin Ileroc mipucsneT Ha Bunnanyma, oHa He
OyeT OTHOCUTBCSA K HEMY VMICKJIIOUMTEIBHO KaK K
CPeIICTBY, HeCMOTpsI Ha TO YTO OIVCaHVe VCTUH-
HOVI CyTM €€ JIEeVICTBMVI TOBOPUT MMEHHO O TaKOM
ee OTHOIIeHUN. BuHpayMm BooOiie He urypu-
pyeT B MakcuMe [leroc, mpu 3ToM MMeHHO MaKCH-
Ma [OJDKHA JIeXKaTh B OCHOBE OIIEHKV STUYHOCTH
COBEPIIEHHOIO JIEVICTBASL.

Kax nokaseiBaeT Yem0Oepc, aTvx cooOpakeHM
JIOCTAaTOYHO, YTOObI OOBSACHUTBH, IIOUYeMy B IIpe]l-
noxeHHom ITapdurom mcxomHOM popMyIpoBke
pobsIeMbl Mamepu-nodpocmxa HeByIIKa IIOCTY-
IIUT CO CBOMM peOeHKOM Iy PHO, IIPUHSIB pellleHe
ero poauts: «CylllecTBeHHas AeTaslb IIpUBeIeH-
Horo Ilapdurom mpumepa 3axirodaercs B TOM,
UTO JIeBYIIIKa JKeJlaeT 3aBecTy peOeHKa B TaHHBIN
MOMEHT VICKJIIOUMTEITHHO ITIOTOMY, YTO OHa JKeJla-
€T CTaThb MaTepbio... EAMHCTBEHHOE, UTO ee 3aHM-
MaeT, 3TO TO, KaKyIo IOJIb3Y (II0 ee MHEHWIO) IIpU-
HeceT eV IIpopopkeHne poga» (Chambers, 2025,
p. 687). Hampumep, ecsi HeKTO NpUHMMaeT pe-
IIIeHe 3aBecTy peOeHKa paay YHIOBIETBOPEHMS
SMOLIVIOHAJIBHOV IIOTPeOHOCTM (YTOOBI CO31aTh 3a-

*Ilo cnoBam Yembepc, «ciiemyeT TpaKToOBaTh HEVICTBIAA C
TOYKV 3peHMs 1IeJIN VIV HaMepeHMs CyOBpeKTa, a He TI0-
CJIeAICTBUV 3TOTO JIevcTBys s Mypa» (Chambers, 2025,
p. 684).

>Drot npumep s34t u3 (Kleingeld, 2020, p. 399 —400).

As Chambers (2025, pp. 683-684) interprets
the formula of humanity — an interpretation
that will not be challenged here — it is maxim-
based. That is, whether an agent counts as
using someone’s humanity as an end depends
on her principle in acting, and not on any
external description thereof.* For example,
suppose that Vindalum is taking a nap, curled
up in the park in a sleeping bag, and Pegos,
whose vision is quite poor, mistakes him for a
bench.” If Pegos then sits down on Vindalum,
she is not using him as a mere means, even
though there is a true description of Pegos’
action according to which she is doing
so. Vindalum does not factor in to Pegos’
maxim at all, and, on this account, that is
the benchmark that must be used for ethical
assessment.

As Chambers (2025, p. 687) points out, this
already suffices to explain why, in Parfit’s
original formulation of Teenaged Mother, the
young woman would be wronging her child
if she procreates: “A crucial detail in Parfit’s
example is that the young woman is eager to
procreate now just because she is eager to be
a mother [...]. She is concerned solely with
how procreating now will (she thinks) benefit
her.” For example, if someone is going to
reproduce in order to satisfy some emotional
need — to create a dependent, to save a failing
relationship, or to have a legacy — then she
would be acting contrary to the Formula of
Humanity, because she would be acting on
a maxim that involves using another person
(namely, her eventual child) as a mere means.

However, Parfit might object that this
response gets hung up on the details of the

4In Chambers” words, “we should understand actions in
terms of what an actor’s end or purpose is, not in terms
of the outcome of their act in the world” (Chambers,
2025, p. 684).

°This example is from Kleingeld (2020, pp. 399-400).
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BVICVIMO€ CYIIIeCTBO, CIIacCTV OTHOIIIeHMs Ha I'pa-
HVI pas3pbiBa VIV YTOOBI OCTaBUTBH UTO-TO IIOCIIE
cebs1), ero mericTBue OyneT MPOTUBOPeUnTEH pop-
My/JIe 4eJIOBeUHOCTH, TaK KaK JPYrovt YeJIoBeK (po-
IVBIINVICS pebeHOK) OyZeT MCIoIb30BaH MCKIIIO-
YMTEJIBHO KaK CPeCTBO.

Tem He Menee [TapdwuT MOr OBI BO3pa3suTh, UTO
37eCh HeOOXOIMMO YUUTHIBATh OOCTOSATEIbCTBA
KOHKpeTHOro ciydas. [IpoGnemy mamepu-noo-
pocmka MOXHO JIETKO IlepedOopMyIMpoBaTh Ta-
KM 00pa3oM, 4TOOBI IPUUYMHBI 3aBeCTV peOeHKa
He UTr'paIi HUKaKoy poiint. MOXXHO IIpeficTaBUTh
ZIeBYIIKY, IIYCTh ¥ IUIOXO IIPMCIIOCOOTIEHHYIO K
BOCIIUTAaHUIO pebeHKa, HO VIMEOIIyI0 XOPOIIYIO
IPUYVMHY POAWUTE €Tr0, TO eCTh TaKylo IPUYNHY,
KOTOPYIO MOXXHO OBIIIO OBI CYEeCTh HOIYCTVMOV
VIV ayKe TIOXBAJIBHOVI, eCiIv Obl €10 PyKOBOIICTBO-
BaJIaCh JKEHIIVIHA B JIYUIIMX XM3HEHHBIX 00CTO-
ATeJIbCTBaX, HaMepeBaloIascss pPoOuTh 13 I1ybo-
KOT'O ¥ MICKpPEHHETO JKeJIaHVS BBIPaCTUTh peOeHKa
BKYyTIIe C JIIOOOBBIO K IIeTSIM, HaxOXIIeHVeM pasio-
CTM B CEMEVHOWM XW3HU U CTpeMJIEHVEM BHeCTU
CBOVI BKJIaJl B 6ynyu1ee CBOEV CeMbl, CBOEV CTpa-
HBI 11, 110 Cy TV, BCETO YeJloBeuecTBa. B TakoM ciry-
4ae, BEpOSITHO, JIEBYIIIKE CJIEIOBAJIO ObI ITOCOBETO-
BaThb OTVIOKUTH OepeMEeHHOCTh KaK MMHVMMYM Ha
HEeCKOJIBKO JIeT — He OTKas3bIBaTbCsd OT Hee II0JI-
HOCTBIO, HO HEMHOIO ITOHOXJaTh, ITOKa OHa He
IIOB3POCITIEET U He CMOXKET 3apadaThIBaTh Ha KM3Hb
Gosiblite, Oyayun B COCTOSIHUM oOecrieunBaTh ceOst
I CEMBIO, KOTOPYIO eVl TaK XO4YeTCs IMETb.

YroOrl pa3obpaTbcsi ¢ 3TOM MSTKOW Bepcuers,
YeMOepc HYXTaeTCs B JIOMOTHUTEIBHBIX VMHCTPY-
MEeHTaX, I OHa J00aBJIIeT K TOJIOBOJIOMKE eIlle OIH
arleMeHT. B "acTHOCTH, OHa OOparaercsi K TOMY,
uyto KaHT HasbIBaeT IMIIOTETMYECKUM VIMIIEpaTH-
BOM, yTBepyK/as, uTo «yisi KanTa xesats 100U THCS
HeJIV 03HAUAe OCBITUTD ce0sl M3bICKAHMIO He00-
XOIVIMBIX CPEZICTB 115 ee mocTvokeHms» (Chambers,
2025, p. 684). B orHOmeHVUV Mamepu-noopocmKa
Yembepc yTBepKaaeT, UTO, ecjIv JIeByIIIKa II0CBs-
IaeT ceds 11erV IIPoV3BeIeHNIs Ha CBeT JeJloBeKa
VI TeM He MeHee He CTPeMUTCs K 00sI1aJaHIIO Heoo-
XOIVIMBIMVI [IJTSL 9TOTO CPeICTBAMVI, OHA BMHOBHA B
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case. It would be easy to reformulate Teenaged
Mother such that these particular reasons
for having a child do not factor in. We can
imagine a young woman who, ill equipped as
she is, wants to have a child for good reasons,
or at least for reasons we would consider
permissible, and perhaps even laudable, in
someone better situated in life: a deep and
genuine desire to nurture, combined with a
love of children, joy in family life, and a desire
to contribute to the future of her family, her
country, and, indeed, humanity. In such a case,
it might be argued, we still would caution the
young woman to delay the decision, at least
for a few years — not to put it off entirely,
but to wait a while, until she is more mature,
and maybe also able to earn more to support
herself and the family she wants to have.

To deal with this sort of wvariation,
Chambers needs more machinery.
Accordingly, she adds another piece to the
puzzle. In particular, Chambers (2025, p. 684)
appeals to what Kant calls the hypothetical
imperative, arguing that, “For Kant to will
an end just is to commit oneself to taking the
necessary means to that end.” Applying this to
Teenaged Mother, Chambers argues that, if the
young woman commits to the end of creating
a person, and nonetheless fails to take the
necessary means thereto, then she is guilty of
a rational mistake.® Thus, Chambers concludes

¢ There is some dispute about whether the hypothetical
imperative is descriptive or prescriptive — i.e., whether
it is possible, but irrational, for an agent to will an end
without taking the necessary means, or whether an agent
who fails to will the necessary means eo ipso fails to will
the correlative end. This dispute need not be settled for
present purposes. However, it is worth pointing out
that Chambers waffles on this issue. In the quotation
reproduced in the sentence preceding the one to which
this note is appended, Chambers takes the hypothetical
imperative to be descriptive. But, elsewhere, she takes
it to be prescriptive. For example, when making the
claim paraphrased in the sentence to which this note
is appended, Chambers (2025, p. 685) writes that “You
make a rational mistake if you will as your productive
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COBEpITIEHNN OIIMOKM paroHaTbHOCTIC. Takmm
obpasomM, YeMbepc 3aKiIrouaeT, UTo B CJIydae Marnie-
pu-nodpocmka eByIIKa, He OTJIOKMBIIIAs pellleHvie
0 poXXeHMM peOeHKa, IIOCTyTIaeT B COOTBETCTBIM C
MAaKCVIMOVI, HE[OITyCTVIMOVL [IJIs1 KamTa:

B Takom ciIyuae fieByIIKa JOJDKHA OOIyMBbI-
BaTh CBOe pellleHVe TakK, Oy/To pedb maeT o0
00HOM U MOM e MAadeHye, CTIparBasi ceds, Ka-
Koe JIeVICTBYe HaWwIy4IIuM oOpas3oM cliesaeT ee
CITOCOOHOVI MCTIOIHUTD CBOW JIOJIT Itepes] peGeH-
koM. EcJlu B JaHHBEIVI MOMEHT JIeByIlIKa He MO-
JKeT JTOJDKHBIM 00pa3oM BOCITUTATh IUTS, TO OT-
KJIajibIBaHe 3a4aTis MOVi/IeT Ha II0JIb3Yy 000UM:
u e, u peGeHKy. XOTsl TeHeTU4YeCcKoe TOX/IeCTBO
peCenka Oyzder 3aBuceTb OT BpeMeHM 3adaTiisd,
MOpaJIbHOe TOX/IeCTBO pebeHKa OocTaHeTCs Hems-
MEHHBIM B KauecTBe CO3V/IaTeJTbHOV I1eJIV MaTe-
pu. Ecyiu ieBy111ka errie He HAXOIUTCS B JIOJDKHOM
TIOJIOKEHMY, YTOOBI IPUCTYNUTh K HeIlpecTaH-
HOVI 1edTeJIbHOCT 10 CO3AaHMIO JIMYHOCTY, WJIN
Ke ITPOCTO He 3a/lyMbIBaJIach O CBS3aHHOV C 3TUM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTM, OHa IIOCTyIaeT ¢ peGeHKOM
HecITpaBe/JINBO, IIPUHSB pellleHre 0 HeMefljIeH-
HOM 3auaTvii. OmmOKa JeByIIKY He MOXeT ObITh
ollpaBJiaHa, Jaxe ecsii pebeHKy He Oy/ieT HaHe-
CeH BpeJl, MOCKOJIBKY IMPOCTYIIOK 3aKTI0YaeTcst
He B IIPUYMHEHHOM BpeJIe, a B CAMOM ee JKeAaHUlL.
Omna He JOJDKHA MPVHMMATH PellieHvie 0 poXxie-
HIY pebeHKa, He IToJ[yMaB O TOM, CMOYKeT JIVI OHa
VICTIOJTHUTB 00si3aTeJIbCTBa, ITPOVICTEKAIOIIVe 13
takoro pemreHns (Chambers, 2025, p. 687 —688).

6 [IMCKYTHpPYeTCsl BOIIPOC O TOM, SIBJISIETCS JIV TMIIOTETH-
YEeCKMIT VIMITEPATVB IeCKPUITTVBHBIM VUIM ITIPECKPUIITVB-
HBIM, TO €CTh BO3MOXKHA JIV TaKasi CUTyaryst (IIPV1 BCet ee
HepaloHaJIbHOCTY), KOTr/ia CyOBbeKT OyIeT XetaTh JOCTH-
>KeHWsI 11er1 Oe3 3a/1eVICTBOBaHMSI HEOOXOIVIMBIX CPEJICTB,
WM Xe, He XXejlasg oOpeTeHMs HeOOXOHMVIMBIX CPEICTB,
CyOBeKT TeM CaMbIM OTKA3bIBAETCSI 1 OT COOTBETCTBYIOIIIETT
est. st pertieHist TIOCTaB/IeHHBIX B OTOVI CTaThe 3aiad
3TOT crop He Tpebyer paspemrervisi. OgHAKO CTOUT OTMe-
TUTb, YT0 YeMObepc BbICKa3bIBAETCS 10 STOMY BOIIPOCY He-
OJIHO3HAYHO. B 1mraTe, HpuBeIeHHON B IIPEIOKEHNN,
IIPEIIIEeCTBYIOIEM TOMY, K KOTOPOMY OTHOCHTCS JAHHOE
npumMedanve, Yembepc paccMaTpmBaeT TMIIOTETIIECKI
VIMITepaTuB Kak JecKpuiTuBHbL. Ho B mpyrmx mecrax
OHa cumTaeT ero HPECKPVIHTVIBHBIM. HaHpVIMep, 3asBIIAA
CBOIO ITO3UIIMIO, TTepedpasvpOBAHHYO B IIPEIJIOKEHNN,
KOTOpOe KOMMEHTHPYeT 3TO IIpuMedane, Yembepc -
IIIeT, YTO HEKTO «COBEPIIAET OIIMOKY PalMIOHAIBHOCTY,
JKeJTasl B KaueCTBe CO3VIATENIHHOM eIV POXKIeHMS AUY-
HOCHU VI IIPVL 9TOM He CTPeMSICh K 00JIalaHNIo CpeJICTBa-
MM, HeOOXOIVIMBIMY [IJIS CO3[IaHVI CyIIIeCTBa, CIIOCOOHOTO
JIeVICTBOBaTh kak imaHocTh» (Chambers, 2025, p. 685).
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that, in Teenaged Mother, if the young woman
does not delay reproduction, then she is acting
on a maxim that is impermissible in a Kantian
framework:

For practical purposes, then, the young
woman should think of her decision as a same
child choice: what action will better enable her
to discharge her duties to her offspring? If the
young woman is ill-equipped to adequately
parent the child now, then it’s better for both
her and her child for her to wait to conceive.
Though the child will have a different genetic
identity depending on when she conceives,
her child has the same moral identity as her
productive end. If the young womanisn’t yet in
a position to successfully take on the extended
activity of person creation, or even if she
simply hasn’t considered what responsibilities
that entails, she wrongs the child she creates by
procreating now. The young woman’s mistake
is not absolved even if her offspring has not
been harmed, because the wrong is not in the
harming — it’s in the young woman’s willing.
She should not decide to create a person
without also considering whether she is able to
fulfill the obligations she will incur by doing so
(Chambers, 2025, pp. 687-688).

However, there are at least four problems
with Chambers” argument.

First, the hypothetical imperative is not
distinctively Kantian. Recall Hume’s famous
claim that it is not contrary to reason to prefer
the destruction of the world to the scratching
of my fingers (Hume, 1960, p. 416 (book 2,
part 3, section 3, §6)).” Humeans (and others)
reject Kant’s contention that reason can be end-
setting of itself and, therefore, reject not only
the Formula of Humanity in particular, but
the categorical imperative in general — they

end the creation of a person and yet fail to commit to
taking the means necessary for creating a being who can
act as a person.”

7 For helpful discussion, see Cohon (2018, esp. section 3).



B paccyxmenum YemOepc MOXHO BbIIEINUTD
KaK MMHUMYM YeTbIpe IIPoOIIeMBI.

Bo-niepBbIX, rumnoreTnyeckum mMIepaTuB —
He VCKJ/IIOUMTEIbHO KaHTOBCKoe moHsaTvme. Cro-
VT BCIIOMHUTb 3HaMeHUToe yTBepxxaeHne fOma o
TOM, UTO pasyMy He IIPOTMBOPEUNUT IIPeIIouecThb
paspyllieHrie Mupa IlapanvHe Ha naibie (HOwm,
1996, c. 458)’. Ilocnenosarenu FOMa (1 He TOIBKO
OHVI) He Pa3IesIsioT KaHTOBCKYIO YOeXKIeHHOCTh B
TOM, UTO Pa3yM caM o ceOe MOXKeT CTaBUTh 11eJIN,
TeM CaMbIM OHW OTBepraloT He TOJIbKO (popMyITy
IYMaHHOCTY, HO M KaTeropv4ecKuy VMMIlepaTuB
B 1IeJIOM, TO eCTh CaMO CYIIleCTBOBaHMe BBICIIIe-
ro MOpaJIbHOIO 3aKoHa. TeM He MeHee FOMMAHIIBI
IIPUHMMAIOT HeOOXOIVIMOCTb CTPEMUTBCH K 00J1a-
JIAQHWIO CpeACTBaMU I JOCTVDKeHMd Lesteit. [le-
pexorisi K MeHbIIIell KpPatHOCTY (TO eCTh aJIbTep-
HaTMBHOV (POPMYJIIPOBKe, Oortee pesieBaHTHON
HNaHHOW MOMaJIeKTHKe 1 Dosiee OJIM3KOM KaHTOB-
CKVM BO33p€HMSIM B TOM, YTO KacaeTcs MeTasTU-
YecKMX YCTaHOBOK), KOHCEKBEHIIVMaJIVICTBI, B OCO-
OeHHOCTM YTWINTAPWUCTBI, BBICTPAMBAIOT CBOV
CUCTeMBI BOKPYT TMIIOTETUYeCKOro VMMIlepaTuBa.
Taxvm oOpa3zoM, MOXXHO YTBepKIaTh, YTO M3BJIeUb
IOJIb3y W3 IOHBITKM YembOepc ycTpaHUTH IIpO-
Os1leMy HeTOXIIeCTBEHHOCTU B IIPUHIIMIIE MOTYT
U HeKaHTMaHIIpl, BKItodas Ilapdura. Dxckypce B
KaHTOBCKYIO 3TMKY He TOJIBKO He SIBJIseTCsl 00s3a-
TeJILHBIM, HO VI MOXKeT YBeCT! B CTOPOHY OT pelile-
HW IIOCTABJIEHHOW 3a/da4li.

Bo-BTOpBIX, COOV MHCTPYyMEHTaJIBHOIO PacCy k-
JIeHVIsI He TIpe/ICTaBIIsieT CO0OVI OYEBMITHOTO V1 TEM
Oosiee IpenIIOIIAaTaeMOro HPaBCTBEHHOIO IIPO-
crynka. bygyum yGexneHHBIMM, YTO KpaXka aMo-
pajibHa, MBI COYTEM VPpalIOHAJIbHBIM U [JIyIIbIM
BOpa, KOTOPBIVI 3aCHYJI, BIOMUBIICH B 4y KOV JIOM,
HO CTPaHHO ObUTO OBl yTBEPXKAATh, YTO CAM COH MO-
pasibHO HemorycTuM. Takoke, Jake eciiv IIPUHSTD
creaHHBI YeMOepc KaHTMAHCKM BBIBOZ, YTO
IleByIlIKa, >KeJIaloIiasl 3aBecT pebeHKa WCKIIIO-
YUTEJIbHO paAyl YAOBJIETBOPeHMs COOCTBEHHBIX
3MOIIMOHAJIBHBIX IOTpeOHOCTeV, TIOCTYIIaeT aMo-

7 ComepxateribHoe obOcyxnenne cMm. B (Cohon, 2018,
0cobeHHO paszen 3).

37

S. Kahn

reject any overriding moral law. Nonetheless,
Humeans accept that we ought to take the
necessary means to our ends. Moving to a
lesser extreme — to an alternative that is both
more relevant to the present dialectic and also
closer to Kant when it comes to metaethical
commitments — consequentialists in general,
and utilitarians in particular, often accept the
hypothetical imperative as a core part of their
systems. This suggests that Chambers” attempt
to obviate the nonidentity problem is, at least
in principle, open to non-Kantians in general,
and to Parfit in particular: the detour through
Kant’s ethics is not only unnecessary, but
potentially misleading.

Second, a failure of instrumental reasoning
is not obviously, or even presumptively, a
moral failure. For example, while we might
accept that theft is immoral, and that a thief
who stops to take a nap in the middle of a
break-in is irrational or stupid, it seems
odd to say that the napping is itself morally
wrong. Just so, while we might accept
Chambers” Kantian conclusion, that a young
woman who has a child as a mere means to
satisfy some emotional needs of her own is
acting immorally, it is a stretch to say that
a young woman who has a child for good
reasons, but who fails to calculate well, is,
thereby, acting immorally. This might seem
like cavilling, but it is not: even if we confine
ourselves to a Kantian framework, it is only
moral reasons that are overriding — a failure
of instrumental rationality must be tallied up
against other factors in the case, and it is not
obvious where this will leave us in the end.
Moreover, it does not seem to be the kind of
wrong that is intuitively at issue in Teenaged
Mother.

Third, Chambers, seemingly unwittingly,
smuggles in an appeal to optimisation which
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PaJIbHO, €J1Ba JIV IIPaBOMEPHO YTBEPKIIATh, UTO fe-
BYIIIKa, JKeJIafoIlasi pOOUTh pebeHKa 113 XOPOIIMX
OOy KAeHMVI, HO He CIocOOHasi MpoCUmuTaTh II0-
CITENICTBIS, BeeT cedsl TaKVM JKe aMOpaIbHBIM 00-
pasom. V1 aTo He IycTasi HpUaMpKa: Jake B paMKax
KaHTOBCKOV (pryiocopuyt OIpeiesIsionlyio poib
MOT'YyT UI'paTh TOJIBKO MOpPaJIbHBIE IIPUYMHEBL, TO
ecTb OOV MHCTPYMEHTaJIbHOV PalIOHAJIBHOCTI
CJleflyeT OLleHVBaTh B COBOKYITHOCTV C IPYTVIMW
daxTOpamm, ¥ KOHEUHBIV BBIBOJ], 37IeCh COBCEM He
oueBIeH; 0osiee TOro, KaXkeTcsl, YTo 3TO COBCEM He
TOT IIPOCTYIIOK, KOTOPBIVI MHTYWTMBHO BUINTCS
OCHOBHOVI ITpO0JIEMOTI CITydast Manepu-noopocmxa.

B-tpersnx, YemOepc (BMamMoO, HeOCO3HaH-
HO) oOpaliaeTcss K ONTUMM3AIIMM, UYTO CTaBUT
TI07], COMHEHVIe YIIPeK B MHCTPYMEHTAIBHOM UpP-
paliOHaJIBHOCTI. B IepBoM IipenjiokeHUN HIpu-
BeZIEHHO! Bblllle 00beMHOV InTaThl YeMOepc He
3aJlaeTcsl BOIIPOCOM, YTO [eBYIIIKa MOXeT IIpefl-
IIPUHSATH, YTOOBI CTaTh CIIOCOOHOV BBHIIIOJTHUTH
cBou 00s3aTesIbCTBa Ilepert peObeHKoM. BmecTo 3T0-
TO VCCIIeZIOBaTeIbHMIIA BOIIPOIIAeT, Kakoe JIevi-
CTBME «HAWIyYIINM 0Opa3om» cleslaeT ee CIIOo-
COOHOVI VICIIOJTHUTH CBOVI JIOJT Iieper] peOeHKOM.
ITpn sTOM MHCTpyMeHTaIbHAsl PAIIOHAJIBHOCTh
He o00s3bIBaeT CyOBeKTOB IpmOeraTp K II0O0-
HOVI ONTUMM3AIIUI: eCJIV M30paHHbIe CyObeKTOM
CpencTBa TIO3BOJISIOT eMy JOCTUYb LIeJIN, JdaieKo
He OYeBVIHO, UTO Ham4ane Oostee 3 PeKTMBHO-
TO CpefiCTBa MIMeeT CYIIleCTBeHHOe 3HaueH e, Jake
€CJIV OHO U M3BECTHO CYOBEKTY. DTO cooOpakeHVie
CBOIIWT Ha HET IpeyIoKeHHoe YeMOepc perieHVIe
11po0JIeMbI HETOX/IECTBEHHOCT. 3aTpyIHEeHVIe 3a-
KJTIOYaeTCsl B TOM, UTO He CyIIeCTBYeT Jlake yMO-
3PUTEJIBHBIX IIPUYMH CYNUTaTh, YTO KaK TAaKOBOV
pebeHOK [IeBYIIIKI He pa3oBbeTCs B pa3yMHOe Cy-
mectBo. HecoMHeHHO, OTJIOKVMB OepeMeHHOCTS,
HeByIlIKa (CyObeKT B ciIydae Mmamepu-nodpochiKa)
CMOXeT CO3/aTh JIyUlllVie >XV3HEHHBIe YCIIOBUS
151 7II000T0 pebeHKa, KOTOPBIV Y Hee POIUTCS; CO-
OTBETCTBEHHO, OTJIOKEHHOEe 3auaTiie II03BOJIVT el
JIydIlle BOCHIWUTATh W IaTh JIydlllee oOpasoBaHVe
JII0O00OMY 13 TaKMX [eTell, I B HEKOTOPOM CMBICITe
TaKoe AUTs OyZIeT JIydllie IpucIocobIeHo K Kin3-
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compromises even the charge of instrumental
irrationality. In the first sentence of the block
Chambers
does not ask what action will enable the

quotation reproduced above,
young woman to discharge her duties to
her offspring; Chambers asks, rather, which
action “will better enable” the young woman
to do so. But instrumental rationality does
not require agents to optimise in this way:
if an agent’s chosen means enable her to
achieve her end, it is not obviously relevant
that there is a more efficient means available,
not even if she is aware of the fact — and
this is devastating for Chambers’ answer to
the nonidentity problem. The problem is that
there is no reason, not even a presumptive
one, to think that our young woman'’s
progeny, merely as such, will fail to develop
into a rational being. To be sure, if the subject
in Teenaged Mother delays pregnancy, she
might be able to afford better opportunities
in life for any child she has, and, similarly,
delaying might enable her to nurture and
educate any such children better such that,
ultimately, they will be better adjusted or
better positioned in some sense. Indeed,
delaying pregnancy might enable the young
woman to cultivate more effectively capacities
that seem bound up with rationality and
autonomy, like impulse control and emotional
maturity. However, all of this is, as it were,
the icing on the cake. The end of creating a
rational being will be accomplished regardless
of the young woman’s decision, and this is a
good thing: if Chambers’ point were accepted,
then it seems that the greater number of
pregnancies throughout human history were,
if not immoral, then at least irrational, and
this seems sufficiently counterintuitive to
serve as a reductio.



HU U TIOJIOKeHMe ero OyreT Oosiee BBITOAHBIM.
[IeVicTBUTEIIbHO, OTJIOKVB CBOE PelleHVIe, IeBYIII-
Ka cMoxeT Oosiee 3p(PeKTUBHO pa3BUTh TaKue
CBSI3aHHBIE C PAIVOHAJIBHOCTBIO I ABTOHOMHO-
CTBIO CIIOCOOHOCTY, KaK CAMOKOHTPOJIb ¥ 3MOLIV-
OHaJIbHas 3pesiocThb. Ho kxak Obl TO HM OBLIO, 3TO
BCe JIUIIIh «BUINIeHKa Ha TopTe». Llesnp, 3akimroua-
IOITasACs B CO3aHUM pa3yMHOIO CyIIiecTBa, OyrieT
IOOCTUTHYTA BHE 3aBVCMMOCTV OT TOTO, KaKoe pe-
ITIeH e IIPVMeT [eBYIIKa, ¥ 3TO IOJIOKTEIbHBIN
MOMEHT: eCJIV IIPVHATh TOUKy 3peHUs YemOepc,
TO OIPOMHOE KOJINYEeCTBO OepeMeHHOCTeV! 3a BCIO
VICTOPUMIO YeJIoBeYeCcTBa OKaXKyTCs eCyIvi He aMo-
pajIbHBIMM, TO IO KpamHen Mepe HepaloHaJIb-
HBIMV, YTO B IOCTATOYHOV Mepe KOHTPUHTYUTVIB-
HO, UTOOBI ITOXOINTH Ha CBefIeHVIe K a0Ccypry.

Hakomer, B-ueTBepThIX, TIOOOHAS OIITMMWM3a-
1Vl TpeOyeT CpaBHUTEIIBHOIO PacCy KIeHwsl, KO-
Topoe Yembepc Kak pa3 creoBasio Obl MICKJTIOUMTB,
4TOOBI M30€XaTh IIPOOIIEMBI HETOXK/IECTBEHHOCTA.
YroObl orpenennTh, CMOXET JIV eByIlKa Oojlee
3¢pPeKTMBHO MCHIOIHATE CBOM O0S3aHHOCTM, OT-
JIOKVB OepeMeHHOCTh, MBI JIOJDKHBI CPaBHUTH ee
BO3MOXHOCTW B CJIydae PaHHETrO MaTepuHCTBa U
oTKa3a oT Hero. [Ipy 3ToM ecsvi MBI TpyIMeM IIpef-
IIOCBUUTIKY  ITpOOJIEMBI  HETOX/IECTBEHHOCTV, TO
ZIeTV, Ha KOTOPBIX Oy/IyT OKa3bIBaTh BIIVISTHIIE pa3-
HbIe BO3MOXHOCTV MaTepy B pa3sHoe BpeMsi, He Oy-
IOyT B YMCIIOBOM OTHOIIEHWMV TOXIECTBEHHBIMIL
UricstoBasi HETOXECTBEHHOCTH  IIpeIiosiaraer,
4uTO 0OSI3aHHOCTY, BBIBOAMMBIE B XOIle IOI0OHO-
IO CPaBHUTEIIBHOTO PacCyXIeHWs, He SBIISIOT-
csi 00si3aHHOCTSIMU Tiepeq], peOeHKOM: MaTh MO-
KeT MOCTYIIUTh IYPHO (C yU4eTOM pacCMOTPEeHHBIX
BBIIIIE BO3PaKEeHVIIT), HO He II0 OTHOIIIEHVIIO K KOH-
KpeTHBIM feTsM. CrreoBaTesIbHO, ITpo0JIeMbl He-
TOXIECTBEHHOCTY M30eXKaTh He yIaIoCh.

Taxum obpasom, YemOepc mbITaeTcd pemmThb
1po0JIeMy HeTOXIeCTBEHHOCT B KaHTOBCKOM
KJIIOYe, IIOKas3blBas, YTO B CIIy4dae Mamepu-noo-
pocmka MOPAJIbHBIV HOJIT AEBYIIKY 3aKJIFOUaeTCs
B TOM, YTOOBI OTJIOKUTH POXK/IeHVe pebeHKa, IIOKa
OHa He CMOXXeT JIydllle O HeM IT03a00TuThcs. Tem
He MeHee IIperjlaraeMoe Yembepc pellieHVe He
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Fourth and finally, optimisation of the
kind just discussed requires comparative
reasoning — exactly what Chambers needed
to rule out in order to obviate the nonidentity
problem. In order to determine whether
the young woman will be more efficient in
fulfilling her duties if she delays pregnancy,
we must compare her capabilities if she does
not delay with her capabilities if she does
— as was in fact done in the foregoing. But,
if we accept the premises of the nonidentity
problem, then the children who are effected
by these differing capabilities are numerically
distinct. This numerical distinctness suggests
that the duties arrived at by this comparative
reasoning are not to the children themselves:
the mother might engage in wrong-doing
(modulo the objections discussed above), but
the individual children are not the ones who
are wronged. This, in turn, suggests that the
nonidentity problem has not been obviated
after all.

In sum: Chambers attempts to offer
a distinctively Kantian answer to the
nonidentity problem, one which shows that
the young woman in Teenaged Mother has
a moral duty to delay procreation until she
is better able to care for her child. However,
Chambers” answer does not seem to withstand
critical scrutiny: (i) it is not distinctively
Kantian and, indeed, could be readily adopted
by Parfit himself; (ii) if, on Chambers” account,
there is a failure on the part of the young
woman when she does not delay pregnancy,
it is not a moral one; (iii) the putative failure
seems to evaporate once we realise that it
rests on optimisation; and, inasmuch as a
failure remains, (iv) it rests on comparative
reasoning, which seems to play directly to the
nonidentity problem rather than obviate it.
It may be concluded that Chambers’ account
does not have a promising application to
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BBIZIEP)KMBAET KPUTHUIECKOTO pacCMOTPEeHMS, TaK
Kak 1) 3To pelleHMe He gBiIsieTcs crelpIIUecKn
KaHTVAHCKIMM VI MOIJIO OBI C JIETKOCTB OBITH IIperi-
soxeHo camuM IlapdwuTom; 2) ecn AeByIlKa, He
OTJIOKMBIIIAsl OePeMEeHHOCTh, COBEpIIIaeT, II0 MHe-
Hyio Yembepc, ommOKy, To 3Ta ormmbKa He Mo-
PaJIBHOTO CBOVICTBA; 3) IIpeiriosiaraeMasi OIIoKa
«paccemBaeTCs», KaK TOJIBKO CTAaHOBUTCS OYEBVZI-
HBIM, YTO B OCHOBE €€ JIeKWUT OIITUMV3ALIVS, eCIIn
e ommbKa Bce ellle MeeT MeCTo, TO 4) oHa 0asu-
pyeTcsi Ha CpaBHUTEIIBHOM pacCy XIeHN, Harpsi-
MYIO 3a/IeVICTBYIOIIEM IIPO0IeMy HeTOX/IeCTBEH-
HOCTW, a He WCK/IIovaroiieM ee. MOXHO clierarh
BBIBOJI, YTO MHTeprperanus Yembepc He [aer
IIPONYKTMBHOIO pe3yJsibTara, Oyaydn IIprMeHeHa
K IIpo0OrieMe HeToXaecTBeHHOCTM. OIHAKO B Cle-
AyIoIeM pasfesie OyieT oKazaHo, YTO MHTepIIpe-
Tauyss YembOepc MOXXeT HaITVI JOCTOVIHOE IIpVIMe-
HeHVe B IPyTMX CJIydasx.

3. be3ycj10BHBIE IPOCTYIIKM
M IIpeHaTasIbHasA TpaBMa

B mccrienopaHMaX O perponyKTUBHOM 3TUKE
BO3HVKJIAa TEHIEHIIVs, B pPaMKaX KOTOpOVI rejla-
€TCsl KOHTPUHTYWUTUBHBIVI Ha TIEePBBIVI B3I/ BbI-
BOJI O TOM, UTO IIpeHaTaIbHas TpaBMa He aMopalb-
Ha. Hampumep, Kunarma u Bysutapn, yTeepxiaror,
YTO B TUIWYHBIX CJTyYasiX MpeHaTaIbHBIX TPaBM,
BKJIIOYasi aJIKOTOJIbHBIVI CMHJIPOM IUIOfIA U TIOPOKY
PasBUTNS, BbI3BaHHBIE YIIOTpeOiIeHneM HAapKOTV-
YeCKMX BeIleCTB, OepeMeHHasI JKeHIIVHA He HaHeC-
na Bpena 1wiony (Kingma, Woollard, 2025), a ®rs-
HUTaH MeT ellle JaJIbllle, IIoj1arasi, 4To Jaxke ecim
Bpes1 11 OblI HaHeceH, Takas OepeMeHHOCThb TeM He
MeHee 3aciTyXuBaeT ofoopenms (Flanigan, 2020).

DT yTBepXXAeHNs He OCTaJIVICh Oe3 orposep-
xeHus (cM., Hanpumep: Kahn, 2024a). Opgnaxo
JaXke ecyIM VICXOHBbIe apryMeHTHI CIIOCOOHBI BBI-
IepXXaTh Io100HBIe Bo3pakeHMs, YeMOepc mper-
JlaraeT VHYIO JIMHUIO KpUTUK. VI xoris s He Oymy
oA poOHO 1M3J1araTh 371eCh 3TOT ee ajIbTepHATVB-
HBIVI TIOJIXOJ1, HO CXeMaTUYHO 0OPUCYIO ero OCHOB-
Hble KOHTYPbI B 3aKJIIOYMTEJIbHBIX ab3arjax JaH-
HOVI CTaThIL
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the nonidentity problem. However, in the
next section of this article, it is argued that
Chambers’ account can be fruitfully applied
elsewhere.

3. Non-comparative Wrongs
and Prenatal Injury

There is an emerging trend, in
reproductive ethics, of arguing for the
prima facie counterintuitive conclusion that
prenatal injury is not immoral. For example,
Kingma and Woollard (2025) argue that, in
paradigmatic instances of prenatal injury,
including foetal alcohol syndrome and crack
cocaine-induced birth defects, the gravida has
not harmed the foetus; and Flanigan (2020)
goes so far as to argue that, even if these are
harms, such pregnancies are nonetheless
meritorious.

These arguments have not gone
unchallenged (see, e.g., Kahn, 2024a).
However, even if the original arguments
can withstand these challenges, Chambers’
approach suggests an alternate line of
attack. Although I do not want to give a
comprehensive account of this alternate
approach, I do want briefly to sketch its
main contours, organised as a flow chart in
paragraph form.

We can, once again, set harm aside and,
as Chambers proposes, focus, instead, on
agents’” maxims and whether these maxims
use humanity as an end in itself. Suppose,
first, that a gravida drinks alcohol habitually
and to excess, with the express purpose of
causing injury to her foetus. If a foetus is a
person — a conditional assumption that we
shall divest ourselves of in a moment — then
this straightforwardly seems to involve a
failure to use its humanity as an end in itself,



IleslecooOpa3sHO CHOBa OCTaBUTh B CTOPOHE Ha-
HeceHVIe BpeJla, KaK 1 ITperijiaraet Yembepc, BMecTo
3TOr0 COCPEIOTOYMBIINCE Ha MaKCMMax CyObek-
TOB V1 Ha TOM, OTHOCSITCS JIVI CYO'bEKTBI K UeJloBede-
CTBY Kak K I1eJ111. [Ipenrnooxmm, Bo-IepBbIX, 4To
OepeMeHHasi JKeHINMHA YHOTpPeOJIgeT aJIKOroyb
PEryJIsipHO U Ype3MEepPHO C eIVHCTBEHHOV I1eJIbI0
HaBpeIUTh IUIONY. Ecyi Iion sBIsieTcs JIMYHO-
CTBIO (IIPVIMEM 3TO YCJIOBHOE JIOIYIIEeHNE, OT KO-
TOPOr'0 MBI CKOPO OTKa)KeMCSl), TO 9TO, ITO-BUIVIMO-
MYy, IIpsIMO yKas3bIBaeT Ha OTKa3 paccMaTpUBaTh €ro
YeJIOBEYHOCTh KaK IIeJIb caMy I10 cebe, TOUHO Tak
Ke KaK 3TO MMeeT MeCTO B CJIydae OTpaBJIeHNs Ye-
noBeka. Ecimv ke TIpUHSTE, UTO IUION He SIBJISeTCS
JIMYHOCTBIO, TO, BOCTIOJIB30BABIINCH M3JI0KEHHBIM
KanTom B «MeTtadmi3mke HpaBOB» IIpeICTaBIeHNUN
0 KOCBEHHBIX 00513aHHOCTSIX ITO OTHOIIEHNIO K He-
Pa3syMHBIM XMBOTHBIM, MOXXHO yTBepXIaTh, UTO
TaKoe HaMepeHHoe 1 Oe3paccyIHOe IpUYMHeHe
Bpeia IofipasyMeBaeT OTKa3 OTHOCUTHCS K desIoBe-
YecTBYy B JIvIle OepeMeHHOV JKeHIIMHBI KaK I1eJIin
camovt o cebe, TTOCKOJIbKY ITPUTYIUISET ee ecTe-
CTBEHHBIE YyBCTBa COCTPaaHMs'.

Teniepp 1perncraBuM, 4TO OepeMeHHas >KeH-
ITVIHA YIOTpeOIIseT aJIKoroJIb PerysIspHO U ypes-
MepHO, HO He VMes IeJIVl HaBPeOuTh IUIONY, a
HeVICTBYS 110 He3HaHWIO. [Iperonoxmm, 94To nH-
dopmaryst o cBsI3M MeXAy yHoTpeOieHueM ajl-
KOroyist 1 fedpeKTaMy pasBUTUS IUIOAA OOIIens-
BECTHA, YTO CIIPABEJIVBO ISl OOJIBIIEN 4acTu
3aIla/THOrO MVIpa, U He CTOJIKHYTBCS C HeVl CJIOXK-
Ho. [IpyHMIMas BO BHMMaHMe apryMeHThI U3 IIpe-
OBIIYIIero abs3aria, MOXKHO yTBEpKIaTh, UTO 3Ta
OepeMeHHasi JKeHIIVIHAa BHOBHA B HeOPeXXHOCTM
PV HOJTyYeH BayKHOV MH(OPMaIi, KOTopas
IIOJKHA OITPeIesIATh ee IIOCTYIIKY, XOTs Ha CaMOM
TieJTe STOTrO He IIPOVICXOLIMT.

Hakoner, mpennonoxmM, uto OepeMmeHHas
JKEHIIVIHA YIOTpeOIIsieT aJIKOroIb PeryJIsipHO U

! KaHT m3jiaraeT cBOwM BO33peHMs Ha [IOJIT 4eJloBeKa Ile-
per HepasyMHBIMM KMBOTHBIMM B «MeTadmsuke Hpa-
BoB» (AA 06, S. 442 —443; Kanr, 2019, c. 159 —161). Taxxe
Kanr nmmier o gosre m3beraTh «caMOOITIyIIEHMs» OT He-
YMepeHHOTO YIIOoTpeOIIeHNsT HalTUTKOB, YTO VIMeeT OTHO-
mreHne K gaHHomy ciaydao (AA 06, S. 427 —428; KaHr,
2019, c. 123 —125).
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in the same way that poisoning someone does.
If, by way of contrast, a foetus is not a person,
then, taking a cue from Kant’s account of
indirect duties to nonrational animals in the
Metaphysics of Morals, it might be argued that
such deliberate and reckless infliction of injury
fails to use the gravida’s own humanity as an
end in itself, inasmuch as it threatens to dull
her natural sympathies.!

Alternatively, suppose that a gravida
drinks alcohol habitually and to excess, not
with the express purpose of causing injury to
the foetus she is carrying, but in ignorance of
the fact that it will do so. Suppose, further,
as is the case at least in many parts of the
that
about the connection between alcohol and

Western world today, information
foetal injury is readily available and, indeed,
difficult to avoid. Given the arguments in the
previous paragraph, it then might be argued
that our gravida is guilty of negligence in
the acquisition of an important piece of
information that should, although it does not,
inform her actions.

Finally, suppose that a gravida drinks
alcohol habitually and to excess, not on the
basis of a maxim at all, but because she is
addicted and unable to do without. In such a
case, if there is wrongdoing, it must be found
in the maxims upon which the non-maxim-
based action is founded. This might require
more detective work than either of the two
previous envisioned scenarios, and it also
might, unlike them, defy easy generalisation.
However, the point for present purposes is
merely to show the direction in which we

!For Kant’s account of our duties to nonrational animals
in the Metaphysics of Morals, see (MS TL, AA 06, pp. 442-
443; Kant, 1999, pp. 563-564). There is also, on Kant’s
account, a duty to avoid stupefying oneself through
excess drink that is relevant here (MS TL, AA 06, pp. 427-
428; Kant, 1999, pp. 550-551).
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Ype3MepHO, He PyKOBOICTBYSCh KaKOVI-IMOO Mak-
CVIMOVI, & ICKJTFOUMTEJIBHO I10 IIPUYVIHE 3aBVCVIMO-
CTVI, KOTOPOVI OHA He B COCTOSTHVY IIPOTUBOCTOSITb.
B TakoMm ciTy4ae ecivt MeeT MeCTO IIPOCTYIIOK, TO
€ro cjleflyeT MCKaTh B MaKCMMax, Ha KOTOPBIX 3V-
JKIIeTCSI JIeVICTBIE, He OCHOBAHHOe Ha MaKCUMax.
3meck MOXeT MOHAIOOUTHCS OOJIbIIe M3BICKAHAN,
ueM B IBYX HPedbIAYIINX IIpUMepax, a reHepa-
aM3anyg B JaHHOM CJIydae MOXeT OKa3aTbCs 3a-
TPYyIHUTENIbHOV. TeM He MeHee I1JIs O3HAYEHHBIX
B 9TOW CTaThe IieJIeVl JOCTAaTOYHO JIMIIb yKas3aThb
HY)XKHOe HallpaBJIeHVe ¥ IIPOIeMOHCTPUPOBATH,
uTOo JTaXke ecu roaxor YemOepc He ompasiibIBa-
€T CBOEro IepBOHAYAJIBHOIO 3aMbIC/Ia, OH B [I0-
CTaTOYHOV Mepe yOemyTesieH, 9YToOpl 0becriednTh
MHOTOOOEIIIAOIINT 11 OOTaThIV CITEKTP IIPVIMEeHe-
HUV B IPYTX 00IaCTsIX.
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